What does the Australian delegation really want when
it attacks the,veto in the Security Council, and does it
understand where this may lead?
At the San Francisco conference, for the first time, an
international organization was founded with the serious
duty of safeguarding the peace and security of nations. This
organization rests on the unity of all peace-loving Powers
in defence of universal peace. The chief and principal ele-
ment of this organization is precisely the veto power, grant-
ed lo the five great Powers in the Security Council.
According to the United Nations Charter, the veto means
that in all major questions affecting the interests of peace,
the United States of America, Great Britain, the Soviet Union,
France and China must act in accord, and that the Security
Council cannot adopt any decision on such questions even
if only one of these Powers is in disagreement with it. That
means that the veto prevents two, or three, or event four
Powers entering into compact and acting against one or other
of the five principal states. The veto is a stimulus 'to the
great Powers to work together, hindering intringues of some
against others, which is undoubtedly in the interest of all
the United Nations and in the interest of universal peace.
It goes without saying that this does not eliminate existing
differences ajid disputes; but, free and open discussion of
questions at issue, given the veto power, in the long run
provides the best way towards mutual understanding and
concessions, towards cooperation and agreements. Hence the
purpose of the veto is to ensure that the actions of the
great Powers shall benefit all the peace-loving states, large
and small.
In the League of Nations the great Powers did not have
the veto power. The League was formally built on the prin-
ciple of equality of big and small states. Those who now
advocate the abolition of the veto would drag us back from
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